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REMARKS 

This responds to the Office Action dated on September 21, 2005, and the references cited 
therewith. 

Claims 1 and 12 are amended; claims 1 - 20 are now pending in this application. 

§ 702 Rejection of the Claims 
Claims 1-4, 6, 7, 9-12, 14-16, 18, and 19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,538,891). Applicant respectfully traverses the 
rejection. 

In order for a prior art reference to anticipate in terms of 35 U.S.C. § 102, "every element 
of the claimed invention must be identically shown in a single reference." (emphasis added). In 
re Bond, 910 F.2d 831, 15 USPQ2d 1566, 1567 (Fed. Cir. 1990). Furthermore, the "identical 
invention must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in the . . . claim." Richardson v. 
Suzuki Motor Co,, 9 USPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 1989). 

Claims 1 - 4, 6 

Applicant submits the cited reference fails to anticipate claims 1 - 4, 6 because every 
element of the claims is not identically shown in the cited reference. For example, Applicant 
cannot find in He at least one resilient member at an outer portion of a module assembly, as 
recited in claim 1 . Furthermore, applicant cannot find anything identical in He to a "module 
assembly disposed within and coupled with the housing and the at least one elongate isolation 
member coupling the module assembly with the housing," as recited in claim 4, or an elongate 
isolation member having similar thermal expansion properties as the housing, as recited in claim 
5. In addition, claims 2 - 4, 6 contain additional limitations to patentable claim 1. 
Reconsideration and allowance of claims 1 - 4, and 6 are respectfully requested. 

Claims 7,9-11 

Applicant submits the cited reference fails to anticipate claims 7, 9-1 1 because every 
element of the claims is not identically shown in the cited reference. For instance, Applicant 
cannot identically find in He a housing with housing connecting features in combination with an 
elongate member coupled with the housing connecting features. Furthermore, Applicant cannot 
identically find in He an elongate slot on an inner surface of the housing. In addition, claims 9 - 
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1 1 contain additional limitations to patentable claim 7. Reconsideration and allowance of claims 
7 and 9-1 1 are respectfully requested. 
Claims 12, 14 and 15 

Applicant submits the cited reference fails to anticipate claims 12, 14 and 15 because 
every element of the claims is not identically shown in the cited reference. For example, 
Applicant cannot find in He at least one resilient member coupled with a portion of the housing, 
as recited in claim 12. Claims 14-15 contain additional limitations to patentable claim 12. 
Reconsideration and allowance of claims 12, 14 and 15 are respectfully requested. 

Claims 16, 18 and 19 

Applicant submits the cited reference fails to anticipate claims 16, 18 and 19 because 
every element of the claims is not identically shown in the cited reference. For example, 
Applicant cannot find in He coupling an elongate member with a portion of the housing, as 
recited in claim 16. Claims 18-19 contain additional limitations to patentable claim 16. 
Reconsideration and allowance of claims 16, 18 and 19 are respectfully requested. 

§ 103 Rejection of the Claims 

Claims 5, 8, 13, and 20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over He et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,538,891). Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection on 
several grounds. For instance, the cited reference fails to establish all of the elements of the 
claims. See, for example, the discussion above for claims 1, 7, 12, and 16 reciting that all of the 
elements cannot be found in the cited reference. Furthermore, the office action inappropriately 
relies on In re Boeschc, and states that it would have been obvious "since it has been held that 
discovering an optimum value of a result effective variable involves only routine skill in the art." 
Page 3, Office Action. 

MPEP §2144.05 states that "a particular parameter must first be recognized an a result- 
effective variable, i.e. a variable which achieves a recognizable result, before the determination 
of the optimum or workable ranges of said variable might be characterized as routine 
experimentation. In reAntonie, 559 F.2d 618, 195 USPQ 6 (CCPA 1977)." 

Applicant respectfully submits that the concept of having a material of the elongate 
member and the housing having similar rates of thermal expansion as taught by the Applicant 
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was not recognized by He as being a result-effective variable. In fact, He is entirely silent as to 
the relative thermal properties of a housing and elongate members. Had He recognized the 
relative thermal properties of the housing and/or elongate member as being a result-effective 
variable there would have been some mention of the variable in the references, and one would 
expect the references to have proposed a range for the variable. Reconsideration and allowance 
of claims 5, 8, 13, and 20 are respectfully requested. 

Reservation of Right to Swear Behind References 
Applicant reserves the right to swear behind any references which are cited in a 

rejection under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102(a), 102(e), 103/1 02(a), and 103/102(e). Statements 

distinguishing the claimed subject matter over the cited references are not to be interpreted as 

admissions that the references are prior art. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Applicant notes that claim 17 was objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but were indicated to be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicant respectfiilly submits that the claims are in condition for allowance, and 
notification to that effect is earnestly requested. The Examiner is invited to telephone 
Applicant's attorney at (612) 359-3276 to facilitate prosecution of this application. 

If necessary, please charge any additional fees or credit overpayment to Deposit Account 
No. 19-0743. 

Respectfully submitted, 
REINHARD SCHWARZETAL. 
By their Representatives, 

SCHWEGMAN, LUNDBERG, WOESSNER & KLUTH, P.A. 
P.O. Box : 

MinneapqJi^IN 55402 
(612) 3f ' 
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